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It was in f.rll proof in the cause lately decided betweey
the two compahies, upon the evidence of competent men,
the engineersof both, that through those passes there \Was
sufficient room to conduct both’ works, allowmg to each ltS.
full capacity, that is to say, to the rail road a breadth of
thirty feet, and to the canala breadth of fifty-six feet three
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“inches, wrth its full cross séction of 306 f'pp‘r.,

"The canal company was fully apprlsed of the deep interest
felt by the State of- Maryland in" the Baltimore™ and Ohio

- rail I'O‘d(l, a work termrnaung n ner commermal emponurn

and a work towards which, the State had contributed half a
million of dollars, while her citizens had devoted to it three
millions and a half more. :The Canal Company.was aware
that under such circumstances, the State of Maryland had
by a solemn resolution’ of her Leglslature, earnestly recom-
mended to it such a course of proceeding as. would.-have
allowed a* work, strlctly, a Maryland enterprlze, to' pass over
a small portlon of her ownterritory. . Yet . with all this
‘knowledge, the Chesapeak and Ohio Canal bompany has
chosen to depart from’ previous 1ocatrons, and. to jjam | the
looe against the:’ ‘hills, so-that the passage| of the
rau road beyoncl the pomt at \xhlch 1t 1S now. barred up, is
1endered morally if not Physically rmpractlcable, ‘unless by
a sacrifice of ‘a small portion of theredundant advantages
whichthe Canal Company holds but by the bounty of Ma-
ryland. . -
By this dlsregald of the expre«sed msh of the State, by
using - to oppress and destroy the interest of her peo-
_ple, powers gener ously gr anted by the State, aware
as she was, that théir beneficial résults would., chre‘ly en-
laxge and enrich communities without her borders, itis the
opinion 'of your committee, which theyshrink not from de-
cidedly expressing, that the Chesapeake and ‘Ohio Canal
Company has no claim to the favourable consideration of
the Legislature aid peoole of Maryland _That the State
owes it to its own e¢haracter and to the interests of herpeople
to prevent,as far asher generosity may have left her the pow-
er prevent the :abuse of privileges granted by her; and that
~without seeking to recall what she has done, it would be
a violation ‘of dutv did she not now set bounds to the Che-
sapeake and Ohio Canal Company and use all the means 1n
her power to teach that Company, and all other corpora-
tions that they may not safely defy the sovereign authority. .
I‘he question’ then arises, wh'rt ‘power can the State




